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81 R, | 

HOUGH your Appendix de- 
ſerves to be laughed at, rather 
can anſwered ; and I need on- 
ty defire the Reader to compare it with 
the Letter I ſent you, to which you pre- 
tend your Appendix to be a full Anſwer; 
when at the ſame Time you have not 
thought fit ſo much as to recite one Ar- 
gument in my Letter; yet, that you 
: — A may 
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may not by your Buffoonery impoſe 
upon the World, as if the Cauſe was 
yielded up to you, I think it proper to 
ſend you the following Anſwer to your | 
Appenars. 
How like a Pedant, and a Buffoon, do 
* ſet out? If Dr. Middleton dif- 
owns it, I am willing to clear him from 
the Diſgrace of having an Hand in the 
anonymous Letter of the Author, who 
has undertaken to defend him, without 
being able to ſay one Word for him.” 
Again, — The Letter-writer begins 
like an impotent Railer, who, having 
nothing to ſay to the purpoſe, ſays that 
Iam as frantic a Zealot, as the moſt 
bigotted Papiſt, for the Rubbiſh (as he 
calls it) of antient Tradition, and an- 
.tient Fathers ; that is, he means the 
Doctrine of the Primitive Church, next 
after the Times of the Apoſtles; which 
this ignorant Letter-writer, having nei- 
ther examined or underſtood, greatly 
ſlanders, as being the Doctrine of Ce- 
rintbus, which he miſrepreſents too, 
and of Popery. 
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Now, pray Sir, tell me ; Does it 
in the leaſt concern the Queſtion in De- 
bate between Dr. Middleton and you, 
whether he had any Hand in that Letter, 
or I am his Agent? And how fooliſh 
muſt you look, when you are told, That 
ſo far is Dr. Middleton from having any 
Knowledge of the Author, that he can know 
nothing from whom the Letter came. 

Perhaps you will fay ; —— Can this 
| Letter be publiſhed by the ſame Perſons, 
who undertook the publiſhing of Dr. 

Middleton's Free Enquiry, and can theſe 

Gentlemen be ignorant of the Author of 
the Letter, and muſt not they have in- 
formed the Doctor? Now, Sir, to make 
you ſenſible, bow fooliſh a Part you have 
acted, I here appeal to thoſe two Gentle- 
men, Mr. Manby and Mr. Cox, whether 
either of them have the leaſt Knowledge, 
or can make any Gueſs, from what Hand 

the Letter came. 
Are not you now aſhamed of yourſelf, 
and do not you wiſh you could recall 
what you have ſaid concerning Dr. Mid- 
dleton's having an Hand in the Letter, or 
of the Author's being his Agent ? Nay 
B 2 ſo 
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ſo fooliſh are you, as to tell your Readers, 


leſt they ſhould not find it out them- 


ſelves; —— © That there is towards the 


© latter End of the Letter a Symbol (as 
* you call it) which ſeems to diſcover the 
* real Author of it to be Dr, Middleton 
© himſelf.” 

What a ſhrewd Fellow is this Re- 
marker? Is Dr. Mzyudleton to be called 


upon to clear himſelf from having an 


Hand in whateyer ſhall be written in his 
Defence? But how much ſoever the Re- 
marker may diſgrace Dr. Middleton, he 
does great Honour to me, in ſuppoſing 
me to be capable of writing like Dr. Mid- 
dleten ; for which I cannot but make him 
this Complement ; —— That I verily 
believe, he is the real Author of the Re- 
marks, and of the Appendix, and that no 
other Perſon had any Hand in either. 
You fay,; — This ignorant Letter- 
* writer has neither examined or underſtood 
© the Doctrine of the Primitive Church? 
None but a Buffoon would accuſe any 
Perſon of Ignorance in a Matter, of which 
he can know nothing. Nor is it any 
thing to the . And indeed 8 
What 
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what other End do you mention this, but 
only to turn the Eyes of your Readers 
from yourſelf? It is the Account, which 
you give of the Doctrine of the Antient 
Fathers, and of the Primitive Church, 
that 1 argue upon ; —— That if your Ac- 

count of Their Doctrine be true, then ſo 
far is it from being true, That they have 
preſerved the Doctrine and Faith of the 
Goſpel pure and undefiled, that they have 
moſt abſurdly and impiauſly corrupted it 
in the very Eſſentials of Chriſtianity. 80 
that it is yourſelf, and not I, who have 
flandered the Primitive Fathers, if they 
are ſlandered. This is what you ſhould 
have cleared yourſelf of. But this you 
were wiſer, than to meddle with. Oh 
this Ignorant Letter- writer! Oh this Mo- 
deſt Remarker ! 

But it ſeems, I have not only landered 
and miſrepreſented the Doctrine of theſe 
ſame Fathers, but of Cerinthus too. Who 
would expect the pious and learned Mr. 
Jackſon ſhould plead the Cauſe of Cerin- 
thus? But here again is the ſame; Blunder, 
and. moſt notorious Falſhood, I quoted 
the Words of Dr. S. Clarke, in his Scrip- 


ture 
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ture Doctrine, to ſhew what was the 
Doctrine of Cerinthus. So that it is the 


Doctor, which this Buffoon charges with 


miſrepreſenting the Doctrine of Cerinthus, 


and not me. 
The Doctrine of Cerinthus (if the 
Remarhker will allow Dr. Clarke to have 


examined and underſtood it, which I much 


doubt of) is this. *© Cerinthus, and 


© ſome Branches of the Ebionites, ſepa- 


rated Jeſus from Chriſt, making him 


was not himſelf really incarnate or 
made Man, but only deſcended upon 
the Man Jeſus, and left Jeſus, the 
mere Man, at the Time of his Cruci- 
fixion, to ſuffer Alone. So that Chriſt 
himſelf did not really ſuffer, but nomi- 
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© nally or imputatively only.” Scripture 


Doctrine 3d Edit. p. 197. And the ſame 
Account the Doctor gives in other Places 
of his Book. 

Beſides this, to ſhew how little Regard 
the Remarker has to Truth, or to what 
he ſays himſelf, Dr. Clarke refers the 
Reader to the Remarker's Adnotationes 


ad Novatianum, p. 356. &c. where he 
gives 


Two Perſons; and taught, that Chriſt 
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gives the very ſame Account as the Doctor 


has done, of the Doctrine of Cerinthbus, 


And yet this Man has the Aſſurance to - 


affirm, —— That I have miſrepreſented 
the Doctrine of Cerinthus ; * — when 1 
defy him to ſhew, That I have ſaid one 
Word, that contradicts the Account which 
Dr. Clarke, and he himſelf, gives of the 


Doctrine of Cerintbus. 


I have ſhewn in my former Letter, 
= That you, and all Proteſtants of 

* your Principles, plead the Cauſe of Po- 
© pery, for which the Papiſts deride you.” 
—— This you very ſlirewdly retort upon 
me, and fay ; —* That I plead the Cauſe 
< of Popery in a very remarkable Manner: 
jp a Proof of which, you quote the 
following Paſſage out of my Letter. 
* When the Miſſionaries of the Church. 
* of Rome tell Proteſtants, that ſuch as 
* yourſelf contend ; That the Scrip- 
tures are not to be underſtood, without 
the Aſſiſtance of the Primitive Fathers; 
— That there is the ſame Evidence for 
the Truth and Validity of the Miracles 
of the Primitive Church, as for the 
Truth and Validity of the Goſpel-Mira- 


cles; 
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Ss teſtants, as they eaſily may, That the 
© fame Miracles were wrought, and the 
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cles; — And when they convince Pro- 


* fame Rights and Ceretnonies obſerved 
by the Primitive Church, as by the 
© Church of Rome; — and That all Pro- 
* teſtant Churches allow, that the Church 
of Rome has preſerved the fame Faith, 
which is taught by Chriſt and his Apo- 
ſtles, pure and uncorrupted; when 
theſe Things are true, which you can- 
not deny, bow is it poſlible but Popery 
muſt greatly encreaſe among us? Let- 
wer, P. 32, 33. 

| Now inſtead of ſhewing, how little 
Reaſon there is to believe, that there is 
any Truth in that general Complaint of 
hs great Encreaſe of Popery of late Years 
among us; or That it is by theſe Arts, 

that the Romifh Mi Monaries ſeduce a great | 
Number of Proteſtants into their Com- 
munion ; — which you very ignorantly, 
or very treacherouſly, call a Tale of a Tub; 

you aſk theſe Queſtions: Can they 
© be Proteſtants, who allow that the 
© Church of Rome has preſerved the Chri- 


© ftian Faith pure and uncorrupt ? Or 1s 
| © not 
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© not this a foul Reflection on all Prote- 
© ſtant Churches, as well as a notorious 
© Falſhood ?*' —— In Anſwer to which, 
give me Leave to aſk you ; ——— Do not 
you charge all Proteſtant Churches with 
having corrupted the Faith taught by 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles ? Is not this the 
Purport of all your Diſputes with Dr. 
Waterland? And yet you have the Mo- 
deſty to accuſe me of caſting a foul Re- 
flection on all Proteſtant Churches, when 
I only fay; —2 © That all Proteſtant 
Churches allow, that the Church of 
© Rome holds the ſame Opinions concern- 
ing the Doctrine of the Trinity, as They 
* themſelyes do. — And this you call 
a notorious Falſhood. Shew then one 
Inſtance, in all the Controverſies between 
Papiſts and Proteſtants, of any one Pro- 
teſtant Writer, who has charged the 
Church of Rome with holding different 
Opinions concerning the Doctrine of the 
Trinity, from what all Proteſtant Churches 
hold; or ſhew, wherein this Difference 
of Opinion or Doctrine between Papiſts 
and Proteſtants conſiſts. Till you ſhall 
think fit to do this, the notorious Falſhood 
lies at your own Door. 

C You 
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You aſk farther; — If Sceptics and 
Unbelievers have ever any Ground to 
think, that all the Miracles done in the 
Church, after the Days of the Apoſtles, 
and atteſted by the Primitive Fathers of 
the Age immediately following that of 
the Apoſtles and after, to be nothing 
but Cheat and Impoſture ; how will 
ſuch a Writer as Dr. Middleton, and 
much leſs ſuch a one as his Agent, be 
able to convince them by any Reaſon, 
that the Scripture- Miracles are not Cheats 
alſo? *' — I anſwer, from the different 
Manner, in which the Scripture-Miracles 
are recorded by the Writers in the New Te- 
ſtament to have been wrought ; from the 
Manner, in which the Miracles, pretended 
to have been wrought in the Church, af- 
ter the Days of the Apoſtles, are teſtified 
to have been wrought by the Primitive 
Fathers. This I have ſpoken largely to 
in my former. Letter, which the Remarker 
has not dared to recite, or to attempt a 
Confutation of. 
Again, the Remarker IRE If 
* theſe Primitive Writers are not to be 
* credited in their Teſtimony of Mi- 
* racles wrought in a public Manner be- 
| * fore 
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fore their Eyes; how ſhould they be 

credited in their Teſtimony of the Truth 
of Goſpel-Miracles, which they never 
* ſaw, and which were done many Years 
© before they were born? — The Rea- 


ſon, why the Primitive Fathers deſerve 
not to be credited in their Teſtimony of 
Miracles, pretended to have been wrought 
in a public Manner before their Eyes, is 
this, That they do not relate any Circum- 
ſtances of thoſe Miracles having been 
wrought. And to aſk, — © How ſhould 
© they be credited in their Teſtimony of 
© the Truth of Goſpel-Miracles, which 
* they never ſaw, and which were done 
© many Years before they were born?” is 
ſo fooliſh a Queſtion, as any Man, beſides 
yourſelf, would be aſhamed to aſk. Can 
any Man give his Teſtimony of the Truth 
of a Fact, which he did not ſee ? He may 
give ſufficient Reaſons, why ſuch a Fact 
ought to be credited. But his bare Teſti- 
mony of a Fact, which he did not ſee, 
can be no Proof of the Truth of it. You 
talk of the public Manner, in which Mi- 
racles were wrought, after the Days of 
the Apoſtles. But why will you not 
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 ſhew, what this public Manner was; the 


ſame as the Writers in the New Teftament 
have done, when they give their Teſti- 
mony of Miracles being wrought before 
their Eyes? Vetily, Sir, till you are able 
to do this, no Credit will, or ought to be 


given to the Teſtimony of the Primitive 


Fathers ; eſpecially, when they have given 


their Teſtimony to ſuch a Number of 


moſt ridieulous Miracles, as they call 
them; Miracles, of which-i it is true, what 
you ay of all Popiſh Miracles, — © That 
they carry an internal Self-confutation 
© along with them.” «But this you don't 
care to be put in Mind of. 
You go on and ſay;— What a 


8 Friend to Chtiſtianity the Doctor's A- 


gent is, appears demonſtratively from 
p. 36. Where he ſays, (if Chriſtian, he 
* means Popiſh, Ears can bear it,) — we 
* may fafely give up all other antient 
« Writings whatſoever, but the New Te- 
* flament.,” ——— What I ſaid was this; 
— That were all Proteſtants agreed in 
this, — That the Books of Scripture, 
contained in the New Teftament, are not 
only the Rule, but the whole, and the 

3 * only 
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only Rule of Truth in Matters of Reli- 
gion; —— and, That theſe Books are 
© eaſy to be underſtood by all Men; — 


c 
- 
c 
- 


"+ * Co * A * * * A 


* * A La A A * A 


which is not only the Truth, but the 
Foundation of the Proteſtant Religion, 
we may ſafely give up all other Antient 
Writings whatſoever.” 

For, as I obſerved before; — If thetk 
be fufficient Reaſon to believe the Truth 


of the Goſpel-Hiftory, the Doctrines it 


contains are ſo agreeable to Reaſon, ſo 
worthy of it's Divine Author ; and the 
Miracles, which were wrought in Con- 
firmation of the Truth of it, are attend- 
ed with ſuch Circumſtances, as cannot 
poſſibly give the leaſt Suſpicion of their 
being no better than Enthufiaſm, Cheat 
and Impoſture.” 

© If theſe Things, I ſay, be true, 
what Occaſion or Neceſlity can there 
be for the Aſſiſtance of any other an- 
cient Books, but thoſe contained in the 
New Teſtament ? Or what ſerious Pro- 
teſtant muſt not wiſh that they were all 


laid aſide, when they ſee the vile Uſe 
made of them, not only by the Church 


wn Rome, in ſuppor of their abomina- 
Ay ble 
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ble Superſtitions and Doctrines, but by 
* Sceptics and Unbelievers, to undermine 
the Truth of Chriſtianity ?” 

Upon this you triumph, and ridicu- 
louſly accuſe me of intending to exclude 
and lay aſide the Old Teſtament, By an- 
cient Books I conſtantly : underſtand the 
Books of ancient and uninſpired Writers. 
And if there be ſome Inaccuracy in my 
manner of expreſſing this, none but a 
Buffoon would accuſe me of intending to 
lay aſide the Old Teſtament, What 1 
plainly intended is this,—That the Faith 
and Doctrine which Chriſt and his Apoſ- 
tles taught, may be learnt from the 
Books of the New Teſtament alone, with- 
out the Aſſiſtance of any other ancient 
Writings whatſoever. 

You aſk ;——-* Is he fo wholly 4 igno- 
© rant in the Chriſtian Religion, as to 
think, that the New Teſtament has no 
Connection with, or receives no Sup- 
port and Evidence from the Old Teſta- 
ment? No, Sir, I am not ſo igno- 
rant as not to know this, that the Pro- 
phecies contained in the Old Teſtament are 


a Proof of the Truth of Chriſtianity, 


and 
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and of it's being a Divine Revelation, 
But it does not follow from hence, as you 
ignorantly aſſert; — That, if then we 
deprive the New Teſtament of the Evi- 
dence of the Old, the Chriſtian Reve- 
lation, which is a ſecond Part of it, 
muſt fall a Sacrifice to Jews and Pa- 
gans, and it wil be impoſſible to prove 
* 1t to be a Divine Inſtitution,” 

And can you be ſo ignorant, as not to 
know ;— That, if the Truth of the Goſpel- 
Hiſtory be once proved and eſtabliſhed, 
Chriſtianity may be proved to be a Reve- 
lation from God, or a Divine Inſtitution, 
from the Doctrines, which it teaches, and 
from the Miracles, which are recorded in 
the New Teſtament to have been wrought 
in the Confirmation of it? From theſe 
alone, without the Evidence of the Old 
Teſtament? And yet, it is nevertheleſs true, 
© That the New Teſtament has a Connec- 
tion with the Old, and receives Support 
and Evidence from it.'——Surely, Sir, 
you cannot be ſo ignorant, as not to know 
this, if you are, I muſt ſend you to Dr. 
Sam. Clarke's Diſcourſe on the Truth and 
Certainty of the Chriſtian Revelation, 


* 
c 
c 
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to know better. But indeed your No- 
tions of the Doctrines of the Primitive 
Church, and of Chriſtianity, are fo 
widely different from his, that I con- 
clude you will diſdain to be taught by 
him. 

You fay ;m— That I ridiculouſly 
pretend, that the Miracle, wrought at the 
* Martyrdom of Polycarp, does not con- 
cern the Queſtion between the Doctor 
and you.“ And at the ſame Time 
you acknowledge, — That this Miracle 
© was wrought by the Divine Power, with- 
© out any human Inſtrument.” Now, 
pray Sir, tell me, is not the Queſtion, be- 
tween the Doctor and you, this; — Whe- 
ther Power was given to Perſons, after the 
Days of the Apoſtles, to work Miracles, 
the ſame, as was given to the Apoſtles 
themifelves, and the firſt Preachers of the 
Goſpel? This you cannot deny, How 
then does a Miracle, wrought by the 
Divine Power, without any human In- 
ſtrument, come within this Queſtion ? 
To prove that it does, you aſk this wiſe 
Queſtion ; * Was not the Miracle 
* wrought at the Martyrdom of Polycarp, 

| ; , 
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* a Miracle wrought in the Church after 
* the Days of the Apoſtles” What a 
pitiful. Evaſion is this? Becauſe the Mi- 
racle comes within the Time limited by 
the Queſtion, therefore it comes within 
the Qyeſtion, Becauſe it comes within 
Part of the Queſtion, therefore it comes 
within the Whole, Becauſe it is * not 
© leſs a Miracle, as it is wrought by the 
Divine Power, without any human In- 
ſtrument, — therefore it is the ſame Mi- 
racle, as if it had been wrought by a hu- 
man Inſtrument, without the immediate 
Interpoſition of the Divine Power. Such 
excellent Reaſoning as this, proves, that 
you have been an old Prize Figbter; but 
no one would believe you had been train- 
ed up in Controverſy under that Great 
Maſter Dr. Samuel Clarke. However it 
muſt be acknowledged, that you have 
learnt from your old Antagoniſt Dr. Wa- 
terland, never to yield up any Point, but 
to have ſome Diſtinction always ready at 
hand, tho' never fo ridiculous, Verily, 
Sir, if you would take my Advice, it 
ſhould be this ; That you would have 
done with Controverſy, and confine your- 
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elf ubolly to your Care of Souls at Roſ- 


fington. 

© You ſhall ſoon (you ſay) beye done 
* with the Letter- writer, (I am apt to 
think by this time you wiſh you had 
never begun with him) * when you have 
* conſidered two Pretences, on which he 
* thinks the Doctor may ſafely riſque his 
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© What thoſe Miracles were, to 
. which the Primitive Fathers bear Teſ- 
7 wg” ij 
* Who the Perſons were by whom 
, — Primitive Fathers teſtify thoſe Mi- 
* racles to have been wrought ? 

With 'reſpe& to the firſt of theſe, I 
have ſaid, and do ſay it again ; --- That 
all the Miracles wrought by Chri/# and 
© his Apoſtles, were of ſuch a Nature, 


© as ſhewed they were worthy to be 


* wrought by Perſons, who declared they 
© were ſent and commiſſioned by God, 
And had they, at the ſame Time, pre- 
© tended to have worked ſuch abſurd and 
* ridiculous Miracles, as the Primitive Fa- 
© thers teſtify to have been wrought in 
* their Days, this would entirely have 
* deſtroyed 
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deſtroyed the Credit of thoſe real Mi- 
racles, of raifing the Dead, of healing 


the Sick, of caſting out Devils, and of 
ſpeaking with Tongues, which are re- 
corded in the Goſpel.” 

With reſpect to the ſecond Point, upon 


which I fay Dr. Middleton may ſafely 
riſque his Cauſe; I obſerved to you, — 


* 


t 
8 


ple; 
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That if the Writers in the New Teſta- 
ment had given us the ſame Account of 
the Miracles wrought in their Days, as 
the Fathers give of the Miracles 
wrought in their Days; That they 
were not wrought by Chriſt himſelf, or 
by his Apoſtles, or by thoſe who were 


ſent by Him to preach the Goſpel, but 


were wrought by the loweſt of the Peo- 
That if they had, I fay, given 
this Account of the Miracles wrought 
in Confirmation of the Truth of the 


' Goſpel, whether it would not effectu- 


ally have given too juſt Reaſon to ſuſpect, 
and even deny the Truth of the Goſpel 

itſelf,” 
For was it not fit, that thoſe, who 
were particularly commiſſioned to preach 
the Goſpel, ſhould be the Perſons to 
D 2 * work 
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work the Miracles in Confirmation of 
the Truth of it? Or can any thing be 
more ridiculous and abſurd, than- to 
ſuppoſe, that ſome ſhould be appointed 
to preach the Goſpel, and others to 
work Miracles in Confirmation of the 
. Truth of it; and, that theſe ſhould be 
the loweſt of the People! ? This is ſo in- 
credible, that it is impoſſible to believe 
. thoſe Miracles to be any other than 
Cheat and Impoſture. 

Now to this you ſay not one Word, 
and yet have the Aſſurance to tell me. 


e 


That you join Jſue with me. And 
think to laugh it off, by ſaying, —© The a 
© Letter-writer, after the Example of the i 


Doctor, ridicules, as far as his Wit 
* will enable him, thoſe Perſons by whom 
the Fathers teſtify the Miracles to have 
been wrought, as being private, obſcure 
and ignorant Laymen.'—And this Re- 
marker himſelf confeſſes, —* They were ( 
the loweſt of People. Was ever ſuch 
a Buffoon as our Remarker ? 

In your Remarks, p. 50. you fay ;— 
The Doctor does not tell us what Cures 
* were or might be wrought by Oil a- 

| mong 
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mong the Primitive Chriſtians; but did 
it, does he think, without a Miracle, 
open the Eyes of the Blind, make the 
Deaf to hear, and the Lame to walk, 
caſt out Dæmons, and cure the Epilep- 
ſy, Palſy and Madneſs : 1 

I wiſh our Remarker has not diſcover'd 
a Secret here, before he was aware, — 
That he is fooliſh enough to believe, with 
the moſt bigotted Papiſt, that theſe ex- 
traordinary Cures were wrought by Oil a- 
mong the Primitive Chriſtians. This is 
ſome of that Rubbiſb, (as I call it, and I 
think not without good Reaſon,) for 
which our Remar ber is as frantic a Zealot, 
as the moſt bigotted Papiſt. 

But then he laughs at the Doctor, and 
the poor Letter- writer. That they 
. © ſhould be ſo ignorant, as to think the 
Oil performed theſe Cures ' without a 
Miracle. Do they think, the Oil did 
© theſe mighty Works, without a Miracle?” 

Now ſo averſe is the Doctor to the Be- 
lief of any Miracles after the Days of the 
Apoſtles, that. rather than give Credit 
to the beſt atteſted Miracles, he pretends 
* to invalidate this Evidence, by ſaying, 
3 
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© Theſe Cures, if true, might be ac- 
© counted for probably without a Miracle, 
© by the natural Power and Efficacy of the 
Oil itſeſfſ. To this I added, —* That 
* probably the Oil might be rightly pre- 
* pared, by Conſecration to work theſe 
Cures.—— This the Remarker calls 
© helping a lame Man (as we ſay) over a 
Stile, meaning the Doctor. Now I 
confeſs, I ſaw no Help the Doctor ſtood 
in need of ; but my ſaying, 1 ſuppoſed 
the Oil was conſecrated, was only intended 
as a Sneer upon the Remarker, to pro- 
yoke him to ſay ſomething, that he might 
plunge himſelf deeper in the Mire. 
And it has had the deſired Effect. For 
thus he exclaims againſt me.— It can- 
not but raiſe the Indignation and Con- 
© tempt of every ſerious Reader, that the 
© Letter-writer ſhould inſinuate the Oil to 
* be firſt conſecrated by the Antients, before 
© they did thoſe Cures with it; for the 
© Antients never pretended to work Mira- 
* eles with conſecrated Oil, which is not 
* ſo much as mentioned in any of their 
© miraculous Cures of Dzmoniacs, Lame, 
Blind, Deaf, Paralytic, &c. &c, &c. - 
4 Is 
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Is it poſſible to read ſuch Stuff, as this, 
without laughing ? The Antients, 
(ſays the ſhrewd Remarker) never pre- 
© tended to work Miracles with conſe- 
* crated Oil. And were they really 
ſuch Mountebanks, as to pretend to: work 
Miracles with Oil of any Sort? Or muſt 
it not raiſe the Indignation and Contempt 
of every ſincere Proteſtant againſt the Re- 
marker, to hear him pretend to be a Pro- 
teſtant, and at the ſame time profeſs his 
Belief in ſuch Miracles? Well might Dr. 
Middleton ſay.— That no Proteſtants 
© can defend the Fathers, without con- 
tradicting their own Profeſſion, and diſ- 
* gracing their own Character; or pro- 
* duce any'thing, but what deſerves to be 
laughed at, rather than anſwered.” - 
And will you, Sir, perſiſt in it. That 
© the Antients never pretended: to work 
© Miracles wth conſecrated Oil? ge fo 
good then to give an Anſwer to what Dr. 
Middleton ſays in his Introductory Dif- 
courſe, p. 63.— The ſacred Oil allo of 
* the Church was held in great Venera- 
© tion in theſe ſame Days, as an univerſal 
Remedy in all Diſeaſes, For which 


* purpoſe, 
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« purpoſe, it was either prepared and diſ- 
* penſed by Prieſts and holy Monks, or 
* was taken from the Lamps, which 
* were burning before the Relicks of the 
Martyrs. St. Ferom mentions great 
Numbers who had been cured of the 
Bites of venomous Animals, by touching 
thetr Wounds with the firſt Sort. And 
St. Chry/ſoftom ſpeaks of many, who had 
been healed of their Diſtempers, by 
anointing themſelves with the ſecond. 
And St. Auftin affirms, from his own 
Knowledge, that a young Woman had 
been freed from a Devil, and a young 
Man reſtored even from. death to life by 
the Uſe of it.” 
What think you, Sir ? Will you perſiſt 
in it, * That the Antients never pre- 
* tended to work Miracles with conſecrat- 
e Oil? 

You'll excuſe me. I know you do 
not like to have theſe Things ſpoken of; 
but it is fit your Noſe ſhould be rubbed 
with them to make you aſhamed of your 
Antient Wonder-workers. But I do it 
chiefly, that Proteſtants may ſee, how 
great a Reverence they ought to have 

for 
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for the Antient Fathers; and, what 'ſuf- 
ficient Reaſon there is to believe, that Mi- 
raculous Powers continued in the Church 
after the Days of the Apoſtles, | 

But all jeſting apart. That Man muſt 
have a Front of Braſs, who can ſay as 
you do; — That the Notions of Dr. Mid- 
© dleton, and of the Lefter-writer, lead 
more to Popery, than any thing they 
oppoſe doth ;—and, that the Papiſts do 
* indeed make uſe of the Writings of 
© the Antient Fathers, to ſeduce Proteſ- 
* tants into their Communion, but to xs 
© Purpoſe.” | 

Has not Dr. Middleton ſhewn from Mr. 
Chillingwortb's own Confeſſion, that he 
was ſeduced into the Romiſih Communion 
by the Writings of the Fathers? Why 
do you not give an Anſwer to this? And 
muſt you not ſay of Mr. Chillingwortb, as 
you do of the ignorant Letter-uriter.— 
© That he either neyer examined, or did 
* not underſtand the Writings of the Pri- 
© mitive Fathers; —when he was not 
aſhamed or afraid to declare openly ;— 
* The Bible, I fay, the Bible only, is 
© the > Religion of Proteſtants? I, for 

E © my 
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* my Part, after a long and (as I verily 
©. believe and hope) impartial Search of 

* the true Way to Eternal Happineſs, do 
© profeſs plainly, that I cannot find any 
© Reſt for the Sole of my Foot, but upon 
© this Rock only. I ſee plainly, and with 
© mine own Eyes,—that there are Popes 
* againſt Popes, Councils againſt Councils, 
* ſome Fathers againſt others, the ſame 
* Fathers againſt themſelves, a Conſent 
* of Fathers of one Age againſt a Con- 
* ſent of Fathers of another Age, the 
* Church of one Age againſt the Church 
of another Age.“ 

What can be ſaid more in Contempt of 
the Fathers than this is? Is not this an 
excellent Reaſon, that Proteſtants ought 
to iudy their Writings ? Is it not an ad- 
mirable Proof, that the Scriptures are not 
to be underſtood without the Aſiſtance of 
the Fathers? Can any thing be more ab- 
ſurd and impious, than to put the Writ- 
ings of the Fathers and of the New Teſ- 
tament upon the ſame Foot as you do? 
Nor has Dr. Clarke ſpoken with much 
leſs Contempt of the: Fathers, which his 
Adyerſaries accuſed him of doing. And 
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what is the Squabble between you and Dr. 
Vaterland, which of you has the Primi- 
tive Fathers on his Side, but a demonſtra- 
tive Proof of what Mr. Chillingworth ſays, 
——of ſome Fathers againſt others, and of 
the ſame Fathers againſt tbemſelves? I 
truſt we ſhall hear no more of the Let- 
© ter-writer's being an Original of his Kind, 
* who ſlanders the beſt and moſt valuable 
© antient Chriſtian Writings, becauſe he 
does not underſtand them,'—when he 
has ſuch good Company to bear him out 
in it, as Mr. Ch:/lingworth and Dr. 
Clarke, +44 1 
Another Thing in the Letter-writer 
you muſt take notice of, or elſe you 
ſhall diſoblige him. —He lays: great 
Streſs on ſpecifying the Occaſion of Mi- 
racles being wrought, the Perſons by 


were wrought ; and ſays, there is not 
one of thoſe Miracles recorded in the 
New Teſtament, of raiſing the Dead, 
of healing the Sick, or of caſting out 
Devils, without ſpecifying the Circum- 
{ſtances before named. 
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The Remarker's reaſoning upon this is 


excellent, and worthy of himſelf. — © He 


c 


hopes I will allow, that the Miracle 
wrought upon St. Polycarp at his Mar- 
tyrdom, has all the Circumſtances at- 
tending it, which he demands. — Has 


it ſo ? Let him tell us,. who the Perſon 
was that wrought this Miracle, —* And if 
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the want of theſe Circumſtances will 
invalidate Miracles, howſoever otherwiſe 
well atteſted to be wrought, then will 
molt of the Miracles of the New Teſ- 


tament be invalidated. - St. Luke tells 


us, that Chriſt gave Power to ſeventy of 
his Diſciples, whom he ſent abroad to 
preach his Goſpel, fo heal the Sick; — and 
yet there is not the leaſt mention of the 
Occaſion of theſeMiracles being wrought, 
or of the particular Perſons on whom 
they were wrought. If theſe Mira- 
cles are to be credited; what muſt we 
think of this Man's affirming, 
That there is not one of the Miracles re- 
corded in the New Teſtament, of healing 
the Sick,of raiſing theDead, or of caſting 
out Devils, without ſpecifying the Occa- 


ſion of their being wrought, the Perſons 
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* by whom, and on whom they were 
* wrought ?” 

What trifling and evaſive Stuff is this? 
The Truth is plainly this. Had the 
Writers in the New Teſtament related 
only in general, that the Dead were raiſ- 
ed, the Sick healed, and Devils caſt out; 
and had they not at the ſame time given 
us a particular Account of ſeveral of theſe 
Miracles being wrought, that is, ſpecify- 
ing the Occaſion of their being wrought, 
the particular Perſons by whom they were 
wrought, and the Perſons on whom they 
were wrought, they had not deſerved the 
leaſt Credit, But when they have given 
us ſuch a particular Account of | ſome of 
theſe Miracles, there was no Occaſion or 
Neceſſity to give the fame particular Ac- 
count of all of them. For theſe Reaſons, 
St. Luke deſerves to be credited, when 
he tells us, only in general ; That 
Chriſt gave Power to ſeventy of his Diſ- 
* ciples, whom he ſent abroad to preach 
© his Goſpel, 0 heal the Sick; - though 
he does not give us the Names of theſe 
ſeventy Diſciples, or who the ſick Perſons 
were that they healed, or upon what Oc- 
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caſion they were healed.” - And when 1 


ſaid, —* That there is not one of the Mi- 
© racles recorded in the New Teſtament, 
* of raiſing the Dead, of healing the Sick, 
* or of caſting out Devils, without ſpe- 
* cifying the Occaſion of their being 
* wrought, the Perſons by whom, and 
on whom they were wrought ;—My 
Meaning was plainly this, that there were 
Miracles recorded in the New "Teſtament, 
of raiſing the Dead, of healing the Sick, 
and of caſting out Devils, where theſe 
Circumſtances were particularly ſpeci- 
fed. 

And whereas the Primitive Fathers 
bave not related one Miracle, to have 


been wrought in their Days, either of 


raiſing the Dead, of healing the Sick, or 


of . caſting out Devils, where they have 


ſpecified one of theſe Circumſtances ; but 
only ſay in general, that ſuch Miracles 
were wrought, they deſerve not-the leaſt 
Credit; eſpecially when, beſides this, they 


give their Teſtimony to the moſt abſurd 


and ridiculous Miracles, as they call them 
and affirm that thoſe other Miracles of 
raifing the Dead, of healing the Sick, and 


of 
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of caſting out Devils, were wrought by 


the loweſt of the People; and do not ſo 


much as pretend, that they were wrought 
by thoſe, who were commiſſioned to 
preach the Goſpel; than which nothing 
can be more abſurd and incredible. 

Can you now ſee no difference between 
the Goſpel-Miracles, and thoſe of the 
Primitive Church? And are you not a- 
ſhamed to put both of them upon the 
ſame Foot, and to affirm, that they both 
deſerve equally to be credited, to the great 
Satisfaction of Infidels of all Sorts? 

© It is (as I ſaid in my Letter) impoſ- 
© ſible to believe the ſame Miracles were 


* wrought, after the Days of the Apoſtles, 


© as were wrought by them when living; 
© becauſe it is impoſſible, if they had 


© been wrought, but the Fathers muſt 


© haye known, upon what Occaſion they 
* were wrought, by whom they were 
* wrought, and the Names of the Per- 
* ſons on whom they were wrought ; and 
that, if they had known this, they 
<© would moſt certainly have declared it; 


and conſequently, their not having de- 


* clared this, is an irrefra Sable Proof, 
© That 


: 
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© That no ſuch Miracles were wrought 
© after the Days of the Apoſtles.” Letter 
18. 
. Theſe, Sir, are the Things, that you 
ought to reply to, But this you dare not 
I come now, in the laſt Place, to exa- 
mine into the Truth of what you perſiſt 
in; — © That the Antient Fathers have 
* preſerved in. their Writings the pure 
and uncorrupted Faith and Doctrine of 
* Chriſt and his Apoſtles ;'—which is by 
far the moſt ſhameful Part in the whole 
of your Remarks. 

* I am not (ſay you) aſhamed, as the 
© Letter-writer ſays I ought to be, for 
having affirmed, — That the Primitive 
* Chriſtians have preſerved in their Creeds 
* the pure uncorrupted Faith and Doctrine 
* of Chriſt and his Apoſtles. This the 
* Letter-writer challenges me to prove, 
though every one, the leaſt verſed in 
© the Writings of the Primitive Fathers, 
* knows, and muſt know, this to be un- 
queſtionably true. And this I have 
ſhewn in many of my Writings ; and 
: particularly and oy in my Notes on 

* Nova- 
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Novatian, a Part of one of which this 
Letter- writer cites, to prove from it the 
direct contrary to its plain and evident 


mitive Church taught, that the Word 
or Son of God, by aſſuming an human 


oftener only Fleſh, meaning animated 
or ſenfitive Fleſh and Blood, became 
truly incarnate, and ſuffered. This he 
pretends is making Jeſus Chriſt Two 
Perſons, and denying that he really ſuf- 
fered; in direct Contradiction to their 
unanimous Doctrine; as he might have 
© ſeen in my Note, which he refers to. 
What the Remarker means, — by aſ- 
fuming an human animal Body, which they 
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call Man, but oftner only Fleſh, meaning 


animated or ſenſitive Fleſh and Blood, — 1 
confeſs I underſtand not. 
The Queſtion is, — whether the Word, 


or Son of God, aſſumed or was united to 


a human Body Only, or to a human Soul 


and Body ? If the firſt, then it is certain, 


That the Word or Son of God became 
truly incarnate, and ſuffered. But if the 


latter, then it is as certain, that the Word 
F or 


Meaning, which is; — That the Pri- 


animal Body, which they call Man, but 
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or Son of God was not truly incarnate, 
and that he did not really ſuffer ; but that 
the human Soul, to whom the Word or 
Son of God was united, was the Perſon, 
who was truly incarnate and ſuffered. 
This is ſo ſelf-evident, that to deny it, is 
to confound all Language, and to make it 
impoſſible to fix the Senſe and OY of 
any Word. 
In your Note on Novatian, to which I 
referred, you expreſſly declare; — © That 
the Light of the Sun is not clearer than 
this, That the Primitive Church and 
the Primitive Fathers taught, That the 
Word or Son of God truly ſuffered for 
the Salvation of Men; —and, That 
they condemned Cerintbus, and his Fol- 
lowers of Hereſy, for teaching, That 
Chriſt, the DivineWord, or Son of God, 
was incapable of ſuffering; and, That 
to prove him to be incapable of ſuffer- 
ing, they feigned, That at the Time of 
the Crucifixion of the Man Jeſus, he 
fled away, and left Jeſus to ſuffer Alone; 
— That, on the contrary, the Primitive 
Church taught, That Chriſt himſelf, or 
the Word of God, was crucified, and 


c « ſuffered 
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* ſuffered together with the Man Feſus ; 
and, That the Primitive Fathers, next 
to the Age of the Apoſtles never teach, 

That Jeſus, the mere Man, was Alone 
the Perſon that ſuffered ; but, That the 

Word or Son of God himſelf partook of 
« bis Sufferings. 

Hence it is plain, That Cerintbus made 

Chriſt and Jeſus to be Two Perſons 

That by Chriſt he underſtood that very 

. Perſon, who in the Scripture is called the 


mY | * * 


Word or Son of God; — and, That by 


Jeſus he underſtood a human Soul, to 
whom Chriſt, the Word, or Son of God, 


was united; — That he made Chriſt or the 


Son of God to be incapable of ſuffering, 


and conſequently muſt neceſſarily believe, 


That Chriſt or the Son of God was God E- 
qual with the Father; — and, That to prove 
Chriſt or the Son of God to be incapable 
of ſuffering, he feigned, That at the Time 
of the Crucifixion of the Man Jeſus, he 
fled away, and left Jeſus to ſuffer Alone. 
That this is the Doctrine of Cerinthus, 
according to your own Account, you can- 
not deny. This I have in my Letter af- 
firmed to be the Doctrine of Cerinthus , 
* F 2 and 
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and have ſhewn, That Dr. Clarke does 
the ſame; and yet you have the Aſſurance 


to tell me, That I have miſrepreſented the 


Doctrine of Cerinthus ; but prudently a- 


void entering at all into the Proof of it; 


and J here call upon you, and defy you, to 


prove it. 


I have ſaid it, and have demonſtrative- 


ly proved it, in my Letter, That, ao- 


A 


* cording to your own Account of the 
Doctrine of the Antient Fathers, and of 
the Primitive Church, They have cor- 
rupted the Faith and Doctrine taught 
by Chriſt and his Apoſtles; and, That 


they are notoriouſly guilty of the very 


ſame Hereſy, which they condemn Ce- 
rinthus for, in making Chriſt' or the 
Son of God to be incapable of ſuffering ; 
and conſequently, that they muſt be- 
lieve with Cerinthyus, that Chriſt or the 


Son of God is God Equal with the Fa- 


ther.” 


Theſe are your Words. — Contra 


docuit Eccleſia Chriſtum ipſum, five 
Verbum Dei, una cum homine Jeſu 


crucem ſuſtuliſſe, & paſſum fuiſſe. Qua- 


lemcunque ſententiam de Chriſti huma- 
c 
© na 
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na Natura habuerunt veteres & Apoſto- . 
lorum ævo proximi Patres, tamen Paſ- 
ſionem nunquam illi Soli adſcribunt, ſed 
Verbum ipſum participaſſe illam credi- 
derunt.' 
I obſerved to you in my ain, vic 
How fooliſh and abſurd it was, in the 
learned Mr. Fackſon, to talk of Nature 
ſuffering, as if Nature ſignified a Per- 
ſon, or that any Thing, but a Perſon, 
could be ſaid to ſuffer.” 

But to paſs this over, it being à Point 
of Learning, which the ignorant Letter- 
«oriter ſhould not preſume (as you tell him) 
to meddle with; though, if I am not 
greatly miſtaken, he has taken down the 
Remarker with all his Learning. 

If the Primitive Church, and the An- 
tient Fathers taught, — That Chriſt, the 
Werd, or Son of God, ſuffered together 
with the Man Feſus, — are not theſe the 
Conſequences, that neceffarily follow from 
it; That Chriſt, the Word, or Son of 
Ged, was not united to a human Body On- 
ly, but to a human Soul and Body ; —That 
the Names Chriſt and Jeſus fignify Two 
Perſons, the One the Only-begotten Son of 

Ged, 
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God, the Other a mere Man; —— That 


Chrift, or the Only-begotten Son of God, 
vas not Himſelf, in his Own Perſon, in- 


carnate and ſuffered ; but That This Per- 


fon was a human Soul, a mere Man, called 


Jeſus, together with whom Chrift ſuffered? 


Again; —— If the Primitive Fathers 


never aſcribe the Suffering to the Man 
Jeſus Alone, but believed and taught, That 


Chrift the Word, or Son of God, partook of 


the Suffering ; — do not the ſame Conſe- 

quences neceſſ.rily follow from it?? 
The Primitive Fathers, unwilling to 

aſſert, in Contradiction to the Doctrine of 


the New Teſtament, That the Perſon, who 


was incarnate, and ſuffered, was a mere 
Man; — therefore they feigned, That 
Chriſt, or the Son of 'God, partook of the 
Sufferings of the Man Jeſus. 

What Cerinthus affirmed is intelligible, . 
— That Chriſt fled away and left Jeſus 
the mere Man to ſuffer Alone. But 
what the Fathers affirm, — That Chriſt 
ſuffered together with the Man Feſus; 
and, That he partook of the Sufferings of 
the human Soul, — is utterly unintelli- 
gible, and impoſſible to be true in the 

| Na- 


1 


to the Rev, Mr. JIacksow. 39 


Nature of Things; — That any One Per- 
ſon can, by any Sort of Union, ſuffer to- 
gether with, and partake of the Sufferings 
of Another. Perſon. 

This Fi#ion of the Fathers, as well as 
That of Cerinthus, has not the leaſt Foun- 
dation in Scripture, And Both of them, 
as Dr. Clarke obſerves, — reduce the 
© whole Doctrine of the Humiliation, and 
© Incarnation, of the Son of God to 4 
mere empty Figure of Speech. Why 
will you not ſhew, That theſe Things are 
not true? Why will not this Great Cham- 


pion in the Trinitarian Controverſy, dare 


to enter into a fair Diſcuſſion of this Point? 
Or how can you have the Aflurance to 


tell me, — That I have cited a Part of 


one of your Notes on Novatian, to 


prove from it the direct contrary to its 
plain and evident Meaning ?* 

* What avails it, (as I ſaid in my Let- 
* ter) That the Primitive Church, and 
the Primitive Fathers taught ; — That 
the Son of God was capable of ſuffer- 


ing, and That he did really ſuffer ; — 


when at the fame Time they taught 
© that very Doctrine, which neceſſarily 
| 2 © ſup- 
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£ ſuppoſes him to be incapable of ſuffer- 
< ing, and that he did not really ſuffer ? 
How different is the Language of Scrip- 
ture from that of the Primitive Fathers? 
© — God (fays our Bleſſed Saviour) 80 
© loved the World, that He gave his On- 
© ly-begotten 8on.— 80 likewiſe Sf, Paul, 
* —He that ſpared not his Own Son, but 
delivered Him up for us all. And the 
© ſame ſays St. John, —In this was mani- 
© feſted the Love of God towards us, be- 
* cauſe that God ſent his Only- begotten 
© Son into the World, to be the Propitia- 


< tion for our Sins. 


But what ſay the Fathers, and the Pri- 
mitive Church? — Why truly this 
That God fo loved the World, that He 

ſent a human Soul, to be incarnate, and 

to ſuffer for the Sins of the World ; — 
and, That his Only-begotten 800 was 

. to this human Soul, and partook 

of his Sufferings, by ſuffering together 

. with him. 

Whether you will fog it, or not, it 1s 
indiſputably true; — Either the Perſon, 
who. was incarnate, and ſuffered, was a 
mere Man only ; — or He was the Only- 

begotten 
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| begotten Son of God. — There cannot be 
any * ooffible Medium. 


Till you think fit to give an Anſwer to 
theſe Things, I lay Claim to your own 


Words. 1 hope you have Ingenuity 
to give up what you muſt be conſcious 
cannot be defended. You have acted a 
Part, neither reputable or Chriſtian, and 
which, I think, (and ſo muſt all impar- 
tial Men Y you ought moſt heartily to re- 
pent of. 
For theſe Reaſons, Sir, I have no Cauſe 
to be aſhamed to perſiſt in it, and to de- 
clare my Wiſhes, That the Writings of the 
Antient Fathers were all laid ade. I do 
not mean, Sir, as you ridiculouſiy repreſent. 
me, committed to the Flames; but, That 
Proteſtants would no longer appeal to them, 
to know, what is the Faith and Doctrine 
taught by Chriſt and his Apoſtles. For if 
the Fathers, as I have undeniably made ap- 
pear from your own Account of their Writ- 
ings, taught the very ſame Doctrine, as was 
tanght by Cerinthus and his Followers ; and 
which Sf. John has expreſſly condemned in 
the Beginning of his Goſpel, and more ful. 
ly in his firſt Epiſtle, viz. © That Chriſt the 
* Word, or Son of God, was not He, who 
G Was 


* 
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* was made Fleſh, or that came in the 
* Fleſh;” that is, aſſumed or was u- 
nited to a human Body Only ; —— if this 
be true, can any thing be more fooliſh and 
abfurd, than to appeal to thoſe Antient Fa- 
thers, to know, what is the Faith and Doc- 
trine taught in the New Teflament ? 
Nor am I the only One, of a great Num- 
ber of ſincere Chriſtians, who wiſh, That 
Dr. Clarke had never appealed to the Writ- - 
ings of the Fathers, Though, in his excel- 
lent Introduction to his Scripture-Doctrine, 
and in his Letter to Dr. Wells, he has 
ſhewn the true and only Uſe, that ought to 
be made of them; very different from what 
you, and the Papiſts contend for, 
Before I conclude, I ought to do you 
this Piece of Juſtice ; That, as %%% as 
you are ſunk in Controverſy now, you made 
no mean Figure in that Controverſy, which 
you had with Dr. Waterland ; particularly 
in, A Reply to the Doctor's Defence of bis 
Queries, of which you are the reputed Au- ' 
thor ; though it is well known, —— That 
the Preface, which is of more Value than 
the Book itſelf, was entirely wrote by Dr. 
' Clarke ; nor will you deny, that he 
aſifted you throughout the whole of that 
Re- 
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Reply. No Wonder therefore, that you 
wrote in that Controverſy, both like a Scho- 
lar, a Gentleman, and a Chriftian, as you 
wrote under the Direction and Inſpeftion of 
that Incomparable Man. 

But how different, Sir, is your Behaviour 
in the preſent Controverſy? When you were 
engaged with Dr. Waterland, you not only 
wrote with Temper, free from all that ridi- 
culous Triumph, and vain Boafting, which 
your Remarks, and the Appendix are fluffed 
with, and indeed with little elſe, from the 
Beginning to the End; but you conſidered 
every Part of every Argument advanced by 
the Doctor. You were not ſo ridiculons, as 


to ſay; — * I have neither Leiſure or In» 


© clination to proceed farther in examining 
the learned Doctor's Work; — or to prok 
out juſt what you thought you could give a 
plauſibie Anſwer; or to content yourſelf 
with giving a Specimen of the Anſwerable- 
neſs of the Doctor's Book, but you exa- 
mined the whole of it. 

And pray Sir, why have you not taken 
the ſame Method in anfwering Dr. Middle. 
ton's Free Inquiry, and my Letter, but plain. 
ly for this Reaſon ; — That you were 

G 2 conſcious 
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conſcious to yourſelf, that you could not 
give a fair Anſwer to them ? 

Upon the whole. Though I am fatiſ- 
fied, thete is not one Man, (except your 
learned Friend Mr. Whi/ton, who has made 
Juſt ſuch wiſe Obſervations on Dr, Middle- 
ton's Book, as your Remarks,) who has read 
your Appendix, that does not think it de- 
ſerves to be /aughed at, rather than anſwer- 
ed; yet you ſee, I have thought fit to ſend 
you this Anſwer to it; —— not as I have 
the leaſt Hope, that it will either make you 
acknowledge your notorious Blunders and 
Falſhoods, or attempt to vindicate them ; 
or becauſe I am an Agent for Dr. 
Middleton, a Man, for whom I have the 
higheſt Value and Eſteem, though I have 
not the leaſt Knowledge of him, but from 
his excellent Writings of every Kind ; — 
but purely for this Reaſon, That I 
have a Pleaſure in taking down a Pedant, 
and a Buffoon, and to ſhew him in his proper 
Colours to the World. 


J am, &c. 
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POSTSCRIPT 
By ANOTHER Hanp, 


81 X, 


OW have you triumphed over all 
your. Learned Adverſaries, with 
whom you have been engaged, from the 


renowned Dr. Vaterland down to the fa- 


mous Mr, Warburton? And how ſurpriz- 
ing is it, that you ſhould at length fall 
by the Hands of an 2 Letter- 
writer? 

This Man ſeems to me to have taken 
Mr. Jackſon in the ſame. Net, in which 
you caught Dr. Vaterland,. How 
Two diſtinct Perſons can be One and the 
ſame Individual Perſon. If the Father 
and the Son (ſay you) be Two diſtinct 
© Perſons, how can They be One and 
© the ſame Individual Perſon? * The ſame 
ſays the Letter-writer, — If the Word or 
* Son of God, and the Man Chriſt Jeſus 


© be Two diſtin& Perſons, how can They 


© be One and the ſame Individual Perſon ?” 
— © If no Sort of Union whatſoever, (as 
you tell Dr. Vaterland, between the 
Father and the Son, can make them to 
| © be 
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be One and the ſame Individual Perſon ;* 


for the ſame Reaſon, no Sort of Union 


whatſoever, between the Son of God and 
the Man Chriſt Jeſus, (ſuppoſing Them 
to be Two Perſons, and not different 
Names Only for one and the ſame Perſon, ) 
can make Them to be One Perſon. 

The Unity of God, and the Supremacy 


of the Father, are Points, that you did 


well to maintain, becauſe the vety Being 
of a God abſolutely depends upon them. 
And pray Sit, are not the Unity of the 
Redeemer, and the Great Dignity of his 
Perſon, Points, that ought to be main- 
tained; becauſe the Scripture-DoQrine of 
the Redemption of Man, by the Blood of 
the Only-Begotten Son of God, 8 
depends upon them? 5. 
If you do not fee the Truth of theſe 
Things; you truly deſerve to be pitied. 
But I have not ſo mean an Opinion of your 
Underftanding, as to entertain a Thought, 
that you do not ſee ſtheſe Things. But 
alas ! if you ſhould declare your Aﬀent to 
the Unity and Great Dignity of the Perfon 
of the Redeemer, you muſt then be Forced 
to give up the Fathers, 


But 
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But you will perhaps reply to this, (as 
you do in your Appendix ;) — That the 
© Primitive Fathers do not teach, that the 
* Word or Son of God was united to a 
human Soul, but to Fleſh only, meaning 
animated or ſenſitive Fleſh and Blood. 
I have been taught by Dr. Samuel Clarke, 
— That Spirit Only can have Life and 
8 « Senſe,” —— What then is this ſame 
animated or ſenſitive Fleſh and Blood? Is 
it ſome Subſtance between Matter and 
Spirit ? 
In ſober Sadneſs, Sir, I know not which 
to admire moſt, the Divinity, or the Phi- 


loſephy, of Mr. Jackſon and theſe a. 
Fathers. 


But the Misfortune of your falling in into 
the Hands of the Letter-writer is the more 
to be lamented, when we hear him calling 
upon you, with repeated Triumph, and 
even Inſult ; — * Shew us One Inſtance, in 
* all Antiquity, of any Miracle, (always 
excepting thoſe ſtupendous Works of the 
Bactrian Camel of an enormous Size, 


cum multis aliis,) wherein the good Fa- 
thers inform us, — upon what Occaſion the 
Miracle was wrought, the Perſon by whom 


* and 
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and of the pious old Cobler of Hippo, 
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and the Perſon on whom it was wrought ?* 
— For here again I muſt be of the Letter- 
writer's Side; — That if you cannot pro- 
© duce One ſuch Inſtance, no wiſe or ho- 
* neſt Man can or ought to give the leaſt - 
Credit to the Teſtimony of the Fathers. 
< — That the ſame Miracles were wrought 
* after the Days of the Apoſtles, as were 
_ * wrought by Chriſt and his Diſciples ; — 
© and, That if the Writers in the New 
* Teſtament had given the ſame general Ac- 
* count Only of Miracles being wrought 
by Chriſt and his Diſciples, as the Fa- 
© thers have given of the ſame Miracles 
being wrought after the Days of the A- 
* poſtles, They had not deſerved the leaſt 
Credit, and the Truth of Chriſtianity 
might have been called in Queſtion.” 

Can you, Sir, poſſibly believe, — That 
if the earlieſt Fathers new ſuch Miracles 
to have been wrought after the Days of 
the Apoſtles; they did not likewiſe now 
thoſe Circumſtances, which the Letter- 
writer calls upon you to produce ? And if 
they did know them, can any tolerable 
Reaſon be given, why they ſhould conceal 
thoſe Circumſtances ; or, why they ſhould 
not be as Particular, as the Writers of 

the 
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the New Teſtament, are, in relating thoſe 
Miracles? ' 

Theſe, Sir, are the true and ouly Que- 
ſions, upon which the Controverſy be- 
tween Dr. . Middleton and you may truly 
be ſaid to terminate. And till you make 
ſome Reply to this, better than what you 
have offered in your Appendix, viz. 
* That St. Luke . us, that Chriſt gave 
Power to Seventy of his Diſciples, whom 
he ſent abroad to preach his Goſpel, to 
heal the Sick; and though he has not 
given us the Names of one of thoſe 
Seventy Diſciples, or of one of thoſe 
Perſons, who were healed by them ; 
yet every ſincere Chriſtian - e the 
Truth 01 what he ſays, becauſe he has 
related aber Miracles with all theſe Cir- 
cumſtances; and why then are not the 
Primitive Fathers to be believed, when 
they tell us, that the Sick were healed, 
and the Dead raifed, though they give. 
us not the Name 4 one Perſon, Who 
was healed or raiſed from the Dead, or 
of the Perſon who wrought the Miracle, 
or of the Occaſion of it? I fay, 
till you make ſome better Reply than This, 
you deſerve only to be laughed at. 
£4 KR --— <__l | This 
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© This I infiſt upon; and unleſs you 
* can reply to This, all Other Things are 


© to no Purpoſe.” 


See Jackſon's Reply to 


Dr. Waterland's Defence of his 


P. 25. 


uer 


J am, SIR, 


Your bumble Servant, Sc. 


A LETTER 


LETTER 


Mr. WILLIAM WHISTON. 


ET 


F all the Anſwerers of Dr, Middleton's 
Book turn out ſuch, as your learned 
Friend Mr. Jackſon of Leiceſter, and 
yourſelf, well might the Doctor ſay, 
* That the Advocates for the Primitive 
* Fathers would produce nothing, but what 
* deſerved to be laughed at, .rather than 
* anſwered.” | 
Before you enter upon your Obſervations, 
you prepare your Readers for what they 
are to expect; * That, as to a proper 


Confutation of the Doctor's Book, there 
© is no Room for it; ſince the Author does 
not pretend to any real Evidence, on his 
Side, to be confuted. And it muſt be 
confeſſed, you have punctually performed 
what you here promiſe; for ſuch a Med- 
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ley of incoherent Stuff, [* what, you ſay, 
© comes into your Mind all at once ;'] and 
ſuch fooliſh Reaſoning, never before fell 
from the Pen of a great Mathematician. 
Your Pretence, ——* That there is no 
© Room for a proper Confutation of the 
Doctor's Book, becauſe he does not pre- 
tend to any real Evidence on his Side, to 
be confuted, — is ſomething ſo ridiculous, 
that I may defy any Man to make Senſe of it. 
The Doctor has ſhewn,—* That there 
is not ſufficient Reaſon to believe, upon 
© the Authority of the Primitive Fathers, 
that any miraculous Powers were continu- 
ed to the Church, after the Days of the 
© Apoſtles. And his Reaſon for it is 
this, —Becauſe the Fathers bring not the 
leaſt Evidence of any ſuch miraculous Pow- 
ers. So that the Evidence, that is want- 
ing, is on your Side. And this Evidence the 
Doctor calls upon the Advocates of the 
Fathers to produce. — But that's Voli me 
tangere. Vour humble Servant for that. 
Again; — You obſerve what a prodi- 
* g1ous Handle the Doctor gives the Agents 
* for Rome to make Proſelytes to their 
* Church, by the Contempt he has ſhewn 
© of 
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© of the Primitive Fathers. Whereas the 
Doctor has made it appear, — what a pro- 
digious Handle the Advocates for the Fa- 
thers give the Agents for Rome to ſeduce 
Proteſtants into their Communion, by the 
Reverence which they ſhew for the Primi- 
tive Fathers, equal to that of the Papiſts. 
— And can it bear the leaſt Diſpute, who 
it is that gives this Handle, you or the 
Doctor, when the Church of Rome profeſ- 
ſes the ſame Reverence for the Fathers 
with yourſelf, and the reſt of the Advo- 
cates for the Fathers? | 

Again ;—* You obſerve the great Power 
© of Chriſtian Exorciſts, even ordinary 
* Chriſtian Exorciſts, in caſting Devils out 
of the Bodies of Men, and in ofher In- 
* flances,'—And what Evidence do the Fa- 
thers or you bring for theſe ordinary Exor- 
* ciſts, as you call them, [you ſeem aſhamed 
to tell your Readers, that theſe ordinary 
Exorciſts were Boys, and Women, and the 
loweſt of the People] caſting Devils out of the 
- Bodies of Men ? Why truly, not one Word, 
It muſt be confeſſed theſe pious Fathers, 
in the other Inſtances, as you call them, 
[you ſeem aſhamed to ſpeak out, ] of caſt- 
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ing the Devil out of the Bodies of brute 
Creatures, —in theſe Inſtances the Fathers 
are very particular, which is a plain Proof 
they believed what they have related, Such 
is that wonderful Story related by St. Ferom, 
—* How St. Hilarion the Monk caſt a De- 
© vil out of a Bactrian Camel, of an enor- 
© mous Size; which I ſhall give the Rea- 
der at large out of Dr, Middleton's Free 
Inquiry, p. 89. | 

St. Jerom, in his Life of St, Hilarion 
* the Monk, after a Narrative of many Ca- 
* ſes of Devils, expelled by that Saint from 
* the Bodies of Men, adds; — But it is to 
little purpoſe to talk of Men; brute Ani- 
* mals alſo were daily brought to him, mad 
© or poſſeſſed; among the reſt, a Bactrian 
© Camel of an enormous Size, which had al- 
ready deſtroyed many People; above thir- 
ty Men were employed to drag him along 
* with the ſtrongeſt Ropes. His Eyes were 
* bloody ; his Mouth foaming ; his Tongue 
© rolling and ſwoln, and his ſtrange roaring 
© above all Terrors. The old Man order'd 
© it to be let looſe ; upon which all, who 
© were about him, ran away immediately.— 


© The Saint came forward alone, and in the 
* Syriac 
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* Syriac Tongue ſaid, Thou doſt not af- 
* fright me, Devil, with all that Bulk of Bo- 
dy; thou art one and the ſame in à little 
© Fox, or in à Camel. And ſo he ſtood firm 
© with his Arm ſtretched out; and as the 
© Beaſt advanced towards him, furious and 
© ready to devour him, it preſently fell down 
© with its Head to the Ground, fo that all 
* preſent were amazed at the ſudden Change, 
© from ſo great a Fierceneſs, to ſuch a Tame- 
© neſs.” | 

I am ſurpriſed, that you, and your learn- 
ed Friend Mr. Fack/on of Leiceſter, ſhould 
not cite this Inſtance of the miraculous Pow- 
ers in the Apoſtolical Age, and triumph o- 
ver the Doctor; — What, do the Primitive 
Fathers bring no Evidence for the miracu- 
© lous Powers, which they atteſt ? If they 
© unluckily forgot the Name of the Exor- 
© ciſt, and of the Man, out of whom he caſt 
© the Devil; they have given all the Evi- 
© dence that can be deſired in the other In- 
© ſtance, not only of the Name of the Ex- 
© orciſt, but of the Beaſt, out of which he 
* caſt the Devil? Would ſuch pious Men 
© have atteſted the caſting of Devils out of 
© the Bodies of Men, had they not known 


it 
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it to be true? Or is it more incredible, 
© that Men ſhould be poſſeſſed with the De- 
© vil, than brute Creatures? - I muſt con- 
feſs, I cannot ſee what Anſwer the Doctor 
could have made to this. 

Again; — You obſerve, that the Handle 
Doctor Middleton takes to depreciate the E- 
evidence of the Primitive Fathers for theſe 
* miraculous Operations, is this, and this on- 
ly, That they were Chriſtians.'--You have 
been ſtrangely miſtaken, old Gentleman, in 
the Account which you have already given 
of one Handle, and I am afraid you will 
come no better off in this. 

Mathematictans, or Men who uſe to rea- 
ſon in a mathematical Way, ſeldom change 
the Terms of the Queſtion in diſpute. But 
here you very artfully, or fooliſhly, foiſt in 
the Word Evidence, in the Place of Autho- 
rity. Dr. Middleton does indeed depreciate 
the Authority of the Primitive Fathers, but 
not for the filly Reaſon you give, — That 
© they were Chriſtians ;'—but becauſe they 
were ſuch weak, credulous Men, as to at- 
teſt ſuch ridiculous Talzs, as that of St. Hi- 
larion the Monk caſting the Devil out of 


the Bactrian Camel. But you, and the reſt - 
2 of 
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of the Advocates for the Fathers ridiculouſly 
give-this, and this alone, as a Reaſon, why 
theſe miraculous Operations. ought. to be 
believed, upon the Authority of the Fa- 
thers,—*. That they were true and pious 
* Chriſtians,” 

Theſe, Sir, are the Obſervations you make 
upon Dr. Middleton's Book; and this is your 
Defence of the Primitive Fathers; which 
whether they deſerve, as the Doctor has de- 
clared before - hand, to be laughed at, rather 
* than anſwered,” I leave the Reader to judge. 

However I have not the leaſt Doubt, that, 
as Dr. Chapman has declared beforehanu,— 
That whenever Dr. Middleton's larger Work 
* ſhould appear, the Primitive Fathers would 
* find greater Friends to their Memory, and 
* abler Advocates to their Cauſe, than he [Dr. 
* Middleton, | would wiſh to exiſt;'—So 
when theſe abler Advocates do appear, [the 
Arcbdeacon could not mean you and Mr. 
Fackſon, becauſe you are no Athanafians] it 
will be found, that you and your learned 
Friend Mr, Fackfon of Leiceſter, may very 
properly be linked with them, though you 
are Euſebians, and they Athanafians ; and, 
that it will be very fit your Defence of the 

1 Fathers, 
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Fathers, and theirs, ſhould be bound up to- 
gether, with this Motto prefixed to them, 
—Never a Barrel, the better Herring. 
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Jam, SIR, &c. 


POSTSCRIPT 


T may not be improper to take Notice of 

your Intention ſhortly to revive your old 
Society, for reſtoring Primitive · Chriſtianity; 
the worthy Members of which, you tell us, 
examined all the Books of the Apoſtolical 
Age, and that with the utmoſt Rigour, by 
* the Evidence you produced before them, 
and found every one of them to be genu- 
© 1ne.”'--Bleſs us! what a Foundl:ng was this! 
what a diverting Tale would Squire Fielding 
make out of it, if he had the exact Minutes 
of that Society, with a Liſt of the Names of 
the Members? And as this Society will, no 
doubt, be compoſed of the ſame learned Bo- 
dy as the former was ; ſo it is highly proba- 
ble, they will not bear this Contempt, which 
Dr. Middleton has ſhewn for the Writers in 
the Apoſtolical Age ; but will examine, and 
3 that 
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that with the utmoſt Rigour, the Doctor's 
Book. I ſpeak this, by way of Caution, to 
the Doctor: That he will not go on to tri- 
umph, in the Manner he has done, over the 
Advocates for the Primitive Fathers ; but, 
that he will, as you kindly admoniſh him, 
have Patience, till this od Society meet again, 
— oon after the riſing of the Parliament; 


when ſome of the Principal Members of 


the former Society will be at liberty to give 
their Attendance, 
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BOOKS printed for, aud ſold by, R. Max- „ 


1 BV and H. S. Cox, on Ludgate-Hill. 
A Free Inquiry into the Miraculous Powers, wich | 


are ſuppoſed to have ſubſiſted in the Chriſtian - / 


I. 

Church, from the earlieſt Ages through ſeyeral ſucceſ- 
ſive Centuries; by which is ſhewn that we have no 
ſufficient Reaſon to believe, upon the Authority of the 
primitive Fathers, that any ſuch Powers were 8 
to the Church, after the Days of the Apoſtles. 


which is prefixed, the Introductory Diſcourſe. 4to. N. 
II. Remarks on two Pamphlets lately publiſhed a- 


Fainſt Dr. Middleton's Introductory Diſcourſe; the 
one, intituled, Obſervations on that Diſcourſe, in An- 
ſwer to the Author's Prejudices, &c. the other, The 
Jeſuit Cabal farther opened, or a Defence of Dr. Chap» 
man's late Charge, &c. with a Preface to theſe Re- 
marks, giving a brief Account of a certain Book, which 
profeſſes to exhibit a full, true and comprehenſive View 
of Chriftianity, &c. as it was taught and practiſed by 
the Univerſal Church during the four Firſt Centuries, 

with ſome occaſional Reflections on the ſaid Book. 


Zvo. Oe He 
III. A Letter to th ROSS. %, occaſioned 
by his Remarks on Dr. Middleton s Free Inquiry into 
the Miraculous Powers, ee to have ſubſiſted in the 
Obriſtian Church, from the earlie/t Ages. In which is 
ſbewn, That we have no ſufficient Reaſon to believe, 
upon the Authority of the Primitive Fathers, That any 
ſuch Powers were continued to the Church, after the 
Days of the Apoſtles. And like wiſe, That the Primi- 
tive Fathers have not, according to Mr. Jackſon's own 
Account, "preſerved, in their Writings, the pure and 
uncorrupted Faith and Doctrine of Chrift and his A. 
poſtles. 8 vo. ; | 
IV. The Hiſtory of the Life of Marcus Tullius Ci 
cero. The third Edition, In three Vols. 8vo. 


N. B. There are a few remaining Copies of the Quario 
Edition in large Paper, which may be had at Sub- 
 fſeription Price. | 


